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We are mutually
supportive.

We share knowledge, resources, and a love of
place. The 21 communities that make up the
Mystic River Watershed together are the size of
Brooklyn, NY. We come together to not come
apart.

We have the structure
needed to succeed and
learn.

Together we have crafted the vision, capacity,
and regional decision-making needed to stay
together for the long run.

Learn More
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Mia G. Mansfield

Director of Climate Adaptation and Resilience

MA Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900, Boston MA 02114
617-626-1162 (w) 857-338-4392 (c)

Via email: Mia.mansfield@mass.gov

September 9, 2020
Dear Ms. Mansfield,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Resilient MA Action Team’s Climate Resilience Design
Standards & Guidelines project. We are commenting as senior agency staff from among the 20
municipalities that comprise the Resilient Mystic Collaborative (RMC). The RMC is a voluntary
partnership among cities and towns within Greater Boston’s Mystic River Watershed. We work on
regional climate preparedness projects and policies that no one community can undertake alone. Mass
EOEEA’s climate resilience efforts—including the MVP grants program, and now RMAT—are essential to
our success.

General comments

We very much support RMAT's efforts to increase resiliency throughout the state and provide clear
guidance to be used for state infrastructure and grant funded projects. This is a critical undertaking and
we applaud both your efforts and your progress. Having clear guidance for project designers is critical to
getting climate change incorporated into projects early and consistently.

We also strongly encourage you to ensure that the final tool provides clear, straightforward guidance
and information without becoming too much of a black box. 1t’s important to clarify (and keep
updated) the best available climate projections, and separately apply criticality and/or risk factors to
recognize the relative socioeconomic cost of a structure being damaged. Ultimately, it should be clear
to project developers and managers what external environmental conditions (flooding, wind, heat) will
cause their project to fail or require retrofits, and approximately when they should begin to expect such
conditions.

Note: as climate change accelerates, our ability to project future conditions throughout the lifespan of
projects will worsen. Our standards and guidelines will need to move from its current framework of
“predict and prevent” to something more adaptive. As you work to establish these initial guidelines and
any subsequent regulations, please take advantage of the wealth of academic and practitioner expertise
in this region to develop a next-generation framework based on adaptive management (not that we
know what that looks like right now, either!).
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